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Amendment 

REMARKS 

This application has been carefully studied and amended in view of the Office Action 
dated December 28, 2007. Reconsideration of that action is requested in view of the following. 

The claims have been presented with a proper status identifier and in ascending 
numerical order. 

The Abstract has been amended to take into account the objections made in the Office 

Action. 

Claims 15-26 remain in the application . In addition to these claims, however, claims 27- 
29 have been added to refer to preferable features which had been canceled from claims 16 and 
23 as later noted. 

It is respectfiiUy submitted that particularly as now amended the claims should comply 
with 35 use 112, 

Claims 15 and 16 have been amended to refer to pressure in terms of a positive operating 
step. Thus, claim 15 differs from claim 16 in that claim 15 operates at ambient pressure while 
claim 16 operates at a pressure of less than 900mbar. 

Claims 16 and 23 have been amended to delete the alternative prefeaed features from 
those claims. Claims 27 and 28 have been added to recite the preferred features which were 
previously in and now canceled from claim 23 while claim 29 has been added to recite the 
feature which has been canceled from claim 16. 

The claims have been reviewed and amended to provide proper antecedent support for 
various claim languages. 

Claim 19 has been amended to be dependent on claim 15. Accordingly, it is an 
aitemative to claim 18 and no longer depends on claim 18. 
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AppIicaHonNa 1W566,931 DocketNo.: 13111-00061-US 

Amendment 

Independent claims 15, 16 and 17 have been amended to point out that the ionic liquid is 
in the foim of "ionic liquid salts which are liquid at temperatures below 200^ C". Support is 
found at page 2, lines 18 and 24 of the specification. 

Claim 23 has been amended to replace the word "close" with "at". It is to be understood 
that such amendment is not intended to preclude such as by the application of the doctrine of 
equivalents a location which is not precisely at the bottom^ but could be, for example, near the 
bottom. 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested of the rejection of claim 17 on the grounds of 
obviousness-type double patenting. As recognized in the rejection claim 17 differs from the 
corresponding claims of the two co-pendmg appUcations. Moreover, none of the claims under 
consideration in any of these applications has yet been allowed. If the examiner maintains the 
rejection a terminal disclaimer will be filed. 

It is respectfully submitted that claims 15-26 and newly added claims 27-29 are not 
anticipated by or in the alternative obvious over Applicant's Disclosure of Admitted Art as 
illustrated by WO 02/07471 8, In that regard, WO 02/07471 8 does not teach a process, wherein 
an ionic liquid having a concentration of less than 5% by weight of a high-boiler, obtained by an 
evaporation step, is subsequently fed to a stripper column. Instead WO 02/074718 teaches to 
work up the ionic liquid either by an evaporation step or by a stripper column. Thus, the claimed 
subject-matter of independent claims 15 to 17 is novel in view of Ihe prior art. Furthermore, this 
measure is a process optimization which his not rendered obvious by prior art. Using this 
process optimization, less effort has to be made for working up the bottom stream, the energy 
required for work up is reduced and an ionic hquid having a high purity is recovered, 

The process according to claim 17 further differs from the alternative work up given in 
WO 02/074718 in that the stripper is supplied with superheated steam comprising the low boiler. 
This measure is neither taught nor rendered obvious by prior art. Throu^i this measure the use of 
an inert gas can be avoided and no further components are introduced into the process. 
Therefore the process according to claim 17 is based on an inventive step. 
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In view of the above remarks and amendments this application should be passed to issue. 



Dated: tihaor 



Respectfully submitted, 




Harold Pezzner UU 
Registration No.: 22,112 
CONNOLLY BOVE LODGE & HUTZ LLP 
1007 North Orange Street 
P.O. Box 2207 

Wilmington^ Delaware 19899 
(302) 658-9141 
(302) 658-5614 (Fax) 
Attorney for Applicant 
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